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85. The Army appreciates your involvement in the environmental
analysis process for the renewal of the McGregor Range
military land withdrawal.  Your comment was considered
during preparation of the final LEIS and has become a part
of this public comment response document for congressional
review.

86. Existing and proposed airspace utilization relative to the
Proposed Expansion of GAF Operations at Holloman AFB,
New Mexico, is presented in Chapter 2 of the EIS evaluating
that action.  It was prepared by the USAF in April 1998.  The
Army utilization rates for the McGregor Range airspace are
described in Section 3.2 of the LEIS.
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87. The Army appreciates your involvement in the environmental
analysis process for the renewal of the McGregor Range
military land withdrawal. Your comment was considered
during preparation of the Final LEIS and has become a part
of this public comment response document for congressional
review.

88. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
Final LEIS and has become a part of this public comment
response document for congressional review.

89. The Army’s proposed action continues the current public
access and BLM co-management of McGregor Range.

90. The Army employs various planning cycles for different
aspects of its mission.  For example, the Army uses a 6-year
programming cycle for operational activities with facility
planning over a 20-year horizon.  Doctrinal and equipment
life-cycle planning can extend over a period of 40 years or
more.  The proposed 50-year withdrawal period
encompasses each of these periods and enables long-term
national security plans to rely on a stable land resource.

Different (shorter or longer) withdrawal periods would not
substantially change the environmental impacts of a land
allocation decision. Continuing stewardship and compliance
activities would be required regardless of duration.  Public
and/or agency participation in ongoing environmental
management activities on McGregor Range is assured
through existing laws, regulations, and policies as listed in
Table 1.6-1.  The Army is committed to continuing public
participation under NEPA as major new actions that could
significantly affect the environment are proposed for the
installation. The McGregor Range RMPA, jointly prepared by
the BLM and the Army provides for continuing public
participation.  The annual RMP update informs the public of
the progress made in implementing the RMPA.  The Army’s
INRMP and ICRMP contain provisions for agency
coordination and revision as necessary every 5 years.

Continued on Next Page
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90. Continued

Together, these regulatory requirements, policies, and
procedures will ensure opportunities for both public and
agency input into the future.
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92

93
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91. We agree that more subsurface evaluation of McGregor
Range is needed to better evaluate the potential for oil and
gas production.  As stated in the Energy and Minerals
subsection (page 3.1-6) in Section 3.1.2.2 in the Land Use
chapter, about 100,000 acres of the range currently are
open for oil and gas leasing, subject to Army approval.  No
revisions to the text are necessary.

92. This issue was added to Section 1.5.2.2, Issues Identified in
Scoping. The RMPA and the Proposed RMPA, Final
Environmental Impact Statement for McGregor Range, that
are referenced in the Section 1.5.3, specifically address
issues relative to leasable and locatable minerals.  The
decision to open only 100,000 acres due to suitability for
leasable minerals was discussed in those documents.

93. A reference has been added to the end of the first paragraph
in Section 2.1.2, as follows: “Exploration and development of
mineral resources are managed by the BLM in accordance
with the White Sands RMP as amended.”
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94. The information on oil and gas exploration in the Tularosa
Basin in Section 3.5, Earth Resources, is a general
summary and is not intended to go into specific detail. The
information was summarized from the Minerals and Energy
Resource Assessment of the McGregor Range, August
1998, prepared for the withdrawal application.  Additional
information from this study is provided in Appendix C of the
LEIS.  However, Section 3.5.1 discusses energy resources
such as oil and gas and Figure 3.5-1 shows the locations
and depths of oil test wells in the McGregor Range area.
The information in Section 3.5.1 was obtained from the most
recent appraisals available.  Obviously, when and if
significant discoveries are made in the basin, the appraisals
will require revision.  The recent discovery on Otero Mesa,
east of McGregor Range is discussed in the section and was
mentioned previously in Section 3.1.2.2.  We have no
information on the “seismic spec shoot,” but the paragraph
on page 3.5-9 notes the expression of “informal” interest in
future exploration by oil companies. No revisions to the text
are necessary.

95. Data necessary to evaluate the socioeconomic effects of oil
and gas development on McGregor Range was not available
during the development of this LEIS.  Information required
for such an analysis includes the number of employees that
would be committed to the effort, where they would reside,
what their wage scale would be, when the exploration and
development would take place, the amount of the oil and
gas to be placed on the market, the expected market price,
and the costs associated with the exploration and drilling.
The geotechnical probability of the occurrence of
developable deposits was discussed in Section 3.5 as
summarized from the minerals and energy study (U.S. Army,
1998g) prepared for the withdrawal application.

Continued on Next Page
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Continued

96. As discussed in Section 3.1.2.2, McGregor Range is closed
to locatable minerals.  Under the McGregor Range RMPA
and the 1990 MOU between the Army and the BLM, there
are provisions for 5-year reviews of the possibility of opening
a portion of McGregor Range to locatable mineral
exploration and development.  Portions of McGregor Range
are open to oil and gas and geothermal leasing and for
saleable materials disposal.  Additional legislative authority
for minerals leasing is not required.

97. The Army appreciates your involvement in the environmental
analysis process for the renewal of the McGregor Range
military land withdrawal.  Your comment was considered
during preparation of the final LEIS and has become a part
of this public comment response document for congressional
review.
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98. The Army appreciates your involvement in the environmental
analysis process for the renewal of the McGregor Range
military land withdrawal.  However, specific information
regarding the proposal for widening U.S. Highway 54 along
McGregor Range was not available during the preparation of
this report.
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99. The Army’s proposal would continue the record of sound
environmental stewardship established over the past 40
years.
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100. The Army’s principal requirement for McGregor Range is to
support ADA training, and other activities such as the USAF
tactical target complex are discussed throughout the
document.  Table ES-3 in the Executive Summary illustrates
the capability for training that requires air-to-ground surface
impact areas as the Otero Mesa site. This refers to the
USAF target complex.  As stated in the LEIS Section 1.5.3,
Other Environmental Analyses and Decisions Relevant to
the Action, the USAF EIS was incorporated by reference into
this LEIS.  In general, the tactical target complex is
discussed under each resource evaluation of Alternative 1 in
this LEIS. Details of the operational and environmental
impacts of the tactical target complex may be found in the
USAF document.  The tactical target complex is shown on
Figure 2.1-1.

101. The alternatives of this LEIS include renewing the
withdrawal in its current configuration or withdrawing a
different amount of land.  Although the No Action Alternative
would allow retirees and others more access to the range, it
is unlikely that any of the alternatives presented to Congress
will generate activities that significantly affect retirement
living in the region.

102. Under DoD policy for the use of major range and test
facilities such as WSMR, evaluation of routine use for
training such as conducted at McGregor Range is not
permitted.
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105
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103. For safety purposes, it is necessary to keep the SDZs within
the Range boundaries.  Therefore, a simple shift to the west
is not feasible.

104. Aircraft noise and other potential impacts from development
of the tactical target complex was presented in the Final EIS,
Proposed Expansion of GAF Operations at HAFB, New
Mexico, April 1998.

105. The Army appreciates your involvement in the environmental
analysis process for the renewal of the McGregor Range
military land withdrawal.  Your comment was considered
during preparation of  the final LEIS and has become a part
of this public comment response document for congressional
review.

106. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final LEIS and has become a part of this public comment
response document for congressional review.
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107. The Army employs various planning cycles for different
aspects of its mission.  For example, the Army uses a 6-year
programming cycle for operational activities with facility
planning over a 20-year horizon.  Doctrinal and equipment
life-cycle planning can extend over a period of 40 years or
more. The proposed 50-year withdrawal period
encompasses each of these periods and enables long-term
national security plans to rely on a stable land resource.

Different (shorter or longer) withdrawal periods would not
substantially change the environmental impacts of a land
allocation decision. Continuing stewardship and compliance
activities would be required regardless of duration.  Public
and/or agency participation in ongoing environmental
management activities on McGregor Range is assured
through existing laws, regulations, and policies as listed in
Table 1.6-1.  The Army is committed to continuing public
participation under NEPA as major new actions that could
significantly affect the environment are proposed for the
installation. The McGregor Range RMPA, jointly prepared by
the BLM and the Army provides for continuing public
participation.  The annual RMP update informs the public of
the progress made in implementing the RMPA.  The Army’s
INRMP and ICRMP contain provisions for agency
coordination and revision as necessary every 5 years.
Together, these regulatory requirements, policies, and
procedures will ensure opportunities for both public and
agency input into the future.

108. The MOU that is incorporated in the RMPA is presented in
Appendix A of the LEIS.  This document is a part of the case
file information that will support the legislation.

109. The FLPMA [43 CFR 1702(j)] states the purpose of a
withdrawal is to limit activities in order to maintain other
public values or to reserve the area for a particular public
purpose or program.  Minimizing public safety risks from
military training and testing activities requires reserving
McGregor Range from settlement, sale, location, or entry.  It

Continued on Next Page
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109. Continued

is incumbent upon the federal government to control public
access to hazardous areas through withdrawal or transfer.

Military activities in the Lincoln National Forest were
described in the Army's EIS for the Land Use Withdrawal
McGregor Range Fort Bliss, Texas, August 1977.   Present
military activities are described in the Draft Fort Bliss Mission
and Master Plan PEIS, July 1998.

110. Figure 2.1-1 has a diagonal line hatch pattern to denote
areas of public access.  TA 10 is included in the portion of
McGregor Range that the Army proposes for continuing
public access.

111. As recognized in the comment, the policy restrictions on
public access have been modified during the development of
this LEIS.  The Army has considered the comments received
throughout the public involvement process.  The data
required to estimate future public use that would allow
quantitative evaluation in the final LEIS are not available.  All
persons are required to coordinate access and use with the
Range Commander (through the Range Scheduling Office)
to ensure safety and to avoid interference with military
missions. This procedure applies to government employees,
contractors, and the public at large.  Current access
procedures allow concurrent use of some areas for a military
mission or Army and BLM maintenance and resource survey
activities, with public recreational use.  Members of the
public can obtain annual recreation access permits from
either the Army or BLM.  The Army is currently considering
procedures that would be automated to the degree possible
to facilitate public access while maintaining public safety.
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112. The two activities mentioned (grazing and training) are
compatible actions and have co-existed on Otero Mesa
since 1966.  This area is considered by many to be in
excellent environmental condition after almost 34 years of
co-use.  Your comment was considered during preparation
of the final LEIS and has become a part of this public
comment response document for congressional review.

113. The Army is currently considering procedures that would be
automated to the degree possible to facilitate public access
while maintaining public safety.  The request for
accompanied guests is being considered by the Range
Commander.

114. Section 1.2.2.3 discusses other mission activities on
McGregor Range in addition to the annual Roving Sands
Joint Training Exercise (JTX). The principal mission that
requires the Otero Mesa for on-going military training is the
air defense training mission, in particular, the Patriot training.
Figure 2.1-2 illustrates a full range of Patriot training
scenarios that can be accomplished with the present land
withdrawal.  Figures 2.2-2 through 2.4-2 illustrate how the
loss of Otero Mesa, even though it is a small area relative to
the area used for Roving Sands, would significantly affect
training for this critical mission.

The FLPMA [43 CFR 1702(j)] states the purpose of a
withdrawal is to limit activities in order to maintain other
public values or to reserve the area for a particular public
purpose or program.  Minimizing public safety risks from
military training and testing activities requires reserving
McGregor Range from settlement, sale, location, or entry.  It
is incumbent upon the federal government to control public
access to hazardous areas through withdrawal or transfer.
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115. Fort Bliss has been consulting with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) since 1997. The Threatened and
Endangered Species section of Affected Environment
(Section 3.8) explains the habitat for listed species that
occur, and describes their status.  Section 4.8 provides
potential impacts on sensitive species of renewing the
withdrawal under each of the configuration alternatives.

116. The Army appreciates your involvement in the environmental
analysis process for the renewal of the McGregor Range
military land withdrawal.  Your comment was considered
during preparation of the final LEIS and has become a part
of this public comment response document for congressional
review.

117. The Army appreciates your involvement in the environmental
analysis process for the renewal of the McGregor Range
military land withdrawal.  Your comment was considered
during preparation of the final LEIS and has become a part
of this public comment response document for congressional
review.

118. The Army appreciates your involvement in the environmental
analysis process for the renewal of the McGregor Range
military land withdrawal.  Your comment was considered
during preparation of the final LEIS and has become a part
of this public comment response document for congressional
review.
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119. The limitations of the methodology used to derive the
quantitative results was expressly noted in the LEIS, Section
4.8.7.1. “The images used in the analysis represent a
snapshot view of conditions for 2 days 10 years apart, and
do not represent trends in vegetation cover.  The number of
observations over time correlates to the reliability of the
trend analysis.”  This caveat being said, the resources being
devoted to development of this monitoring program is an
indication of the Army's concern for the long-term stability of
this landscape not only from a natural resource management
perspective but also from the requirement to have quality
training lands available to support the mission.

120. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final LEIS and has become a part of this public comment
response document for congressional review.
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121. The Army believes the LEIS has disclosed the potential
benefits and adverse impacts of each of the alternative
amounts of land that Congress could withdraw for military
use.  Impacts specific to current or future individual missions
and locations have been or will be analyzed in project-
specific NEPA documentation.  Ways to improve the
communication of effects on the environmental resources
was considered for the final LEIS.

122. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final LEIS and has become a part of this public comment
response document for congressional review.

3-63
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123. The Army employs various planning cycles for different
aspects of its mission.  For example, the Army uses a 6-year
programming cycle for operational activities with facility
planning over a 20-year horizon.  Doctrinal and equipment
life-cycle planning can extend over a period of 40 years or
more.  The proposed 50-year withdrawal period
encompasses each of these periods and enables long-term
national security plans to rely on a stable land resource.

Different (shorter or longer) withdrawal periods would not
substantially change the environmental impacts of a land
allocation decision. Continuing stewardship and compliance
activities would be required regardless of duration.  Public
and/or agency participation in ongoing environmental
management activities on McGregor Range is assured
through existing laws, regulations, and policies as listed in
Table 1.6-1.  The Army is committed to continuing public
participation under NEPA as major new actions that could
significantly affect the environment are proposed for the
installation. The McGregor Range RMPA, jointly prepared by
the BLM and the Army provides for continuing public
participation.  The annual RMP update informs the public of
the progress made in implementing the RMPA.  The Army’s
INRMP and ICRMP contain provisions for agency
coordination and revision as necessary every 5 years.
Together, these regulatory requirements, policies, and
procedures will ensure opportunities for both public and
agency input into the future.

124. McGregor Range includes 18,004 acres of U.S. Forest
Service (USFS) lands, which are used by the Army in
accordance with a MOU between the USFS and the DA,
Fort Bliss.  The 18,004 acres of USFS lands are not part of
the withdrawal renewal.  The USFS lands will continue to be
used by the Army under the existing MOU.  The following
sentence has been added to the text. “The 18,004 acres of
USFS are not included in this withdrawal renewal.”

Continued on Next Page
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Continued.

125. The proposed action and alternatives are briefly described in
the Executive Summary beginning on page ES-2.  More
detailed descriptions of the proposed action and alternatives
are presented in Chapter 2, which presents discussions
regarding the responsibilities and missions that pertain to
each alternative.

126. The WSMR activities that are conducted on McGregor
Range are described in Section 1.2.2.3.  The U.S. Army
Missile Command (MICOM) elements stationed at Fort Bliss
use McGregor Range on a regular basis.
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127. The referenced documents are the Training Area
Development Concept (TADC) and the Fort Bliss Mission
and Master Plan PEIS.  The following libraries received
copies of these documents: El Paso Public Library; Irving
Schwartz Public Library; Westside Branch Library; Branigan
Memorial Library; Dell City Library; Alamogordo Library; New
Mexico State University, Bramson Library; New Mexico
State University, Roswell Library; University of Texas at El
Paso Library; Cloudcroft Library.

128. The Executive Summary briefly describes the proposed
action and alternatives, but does not discuss the resulting
impacts.  Table 2.7-1 in Chapter 2 summarizes the
Comparison of Alternatives by Resource and Potential
Impacts.  Detailed discussions of the impacts resulting from
the actions are presented in Chapter 4.  Cost analyses to
implement the proposed action and alternatives are not
typically part of the NEPA process.

129. As discussed in Section 2.5, Alternative 5 - No Action, the
Army fee-owned in-holdings within the lands returned to the
public domain would be exchanged for public lands in TAs 8
and 32, to maintain essential infrastructure around
McGregor Range Camp, the McGregor Ammunition Supply
Point (ASP), and the Meyer Range Complex.  Under the
other five alternatives, the lands surrounding this
infrastructure would remain withdrawn for military purposes,
therefore, land exchanges would not be required.

130. Viable alternative locations for these facilities are not known
at this time.  However, it is known that should Alternative 5
be implemented, these ranges would no longer be useable
for military purposes.  Cost analyses of implementing the
alternatives are not typically part of the NEPA process.

131. A detailed discussion of the Culp Canyon WSA and NCA
designation are provided in Section 2.6.  As stated in
Section 2.6, these designations would be concurrent with or
follow congressional action on the Army’s application for
renewal of the land withdrawal.

Continued on Next Page
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Continued

132. Military and nonmilitary activities, including restoration and
remediation of contaminated areas, would continue under
Alternative 1.  A discussion of the Installation Restoration
Program (IRP) is presented in Section 3.14.3.1.

133. The FLPMA [43 CFR 1702(j)] states the purpose of a
withdrawal is to limit activities in order to maintain other
public values or to reserve the area for a particular public
purpose or program.  Minimizing public safety risks from
military training and testing activities requires reserving
McGregor Range from settlement, sale, location, or entry.  It
is incumbent upon the federal government to control public
access to hazardous areas through withdrawal or transfer.

134. As discussed in Section 2.5, Alternative 5 - No Action,
restricted airspace above the land area could continue to be
used for some aircraft training by Army aviation and USAF
units within the region.  Section 4.2.5 discusses changes to
Restricted Area airspace that could occur should all air-to-
ground and ground-to-air activities be discontinued.  Any of
these airspace actions would follow congressional action on
the McGregor Range LEIS and would be evaluated under a
separate NEPA process.

135. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final LEIS and has become a part of this public comment
response document for congressional review.
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136. The LEIS compares the existing conditions on McGregor
Range to the conditions that would exist if the alternatives
were implemented.  Implementation of the alternatives would
not change the conditions of the existing geological
resources.  Therefore, no impacts would occur.

137. The FLPMA [43 CFR 1702(j)] states the purpose of a
withdrawal is to limit activities in order to maintain other
public values or to reserve the area for a particular public
purpose or program.  Minimizing public safety risks from
military training and testing activities requires reserving
McGregor Range from settlement, sale, location, or entry.  It
is incumbent upon the federal government to control public
access to hazardous areas through withdrawal or transfer.

138. The Army water rights on the Sacramento River and
Carrisa Springs pertain to the diversions for the McGregor
Range pipeline systems, primarily for livestock, although the
stated use is for preservation of wildlife. This system,
originally constructed by ranchers, has been in place since
the turn of the century, and, in all probability, will continue to
be tied to McGregor Range, which is what the LEIS says
here. However, any decisions or determinations regarding
those rights will be up to the New Mexico State Engineer,
not the military; nor is it the intent of the LEIS to suggest to
the BLM how to conduct their business.  We are not aware
of any “additional stockpiled military water rights... not within
McGregor Range,” nor was any reference to such found in
the State Engineer’s files.  No revisions to the text are
necessary.

139. A more detailed discussion of the extent and types of
cultural resources on McGregor Range is presented in
Section 3.9 and Appendix E.  In accordance with the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and common
practices to protect these resources, a map summarizing
their location has not been provided.

Continued on Next Page
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140. The Army cantonment facilities have been concentrated at
Fort Bliss proper and the three range camps: McGregor,
Doña Ana, and Orogrande which is in the north of the Doña
Ana Range–North Training Areas. While principally for
supporting troops when they undergo field training, these
camps have a small cadre of personnel stationed at them.
All three of these range camps are in New Mexico.  Section
3.5 discusses the probable level of energy resources on
McGregor Range.  The employment of the mining sector
(including oils and gas) is presented in Table 3.10-4 while
the earnings of this sector are shown in Table 3.10-7. The
secondary employment attributable to this sector of the
three-county economy is also presented in Table 3.10-6.

141. It is not known that the impacts would be significant.
Therefore, no revisions to the text are necessary.

142. As stated in Section 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4, the Secretary of the
Army would prepare a written determination concerning the
contamination of the returned lands with explosive, toxic, or
other hazardous substances.  The Secretary of the Interior,
in consultation with the Secretary of the Army, would decide
what decontamination, if necessary, is economically feasible
given different potential future use and relative risk.
Alternatively, the Secretary of the Interior could decide not to
accept certain areas due to future liability, thereby
necessitating transfer to the Army. Cost analyses of clean-
up are not typically part of the NEPA process.

143. The noise impacts resulting from the approved USAF tactical
target complex and the possible helicopter training range are
discussed in Section 4.12.1.  The land use compatibility
guidelines are set for human activities.  The guidelines were
issued by the Federal Interagency Committee on Noise
(FICON), which is composed of representatives from the
DoD, U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT), U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD),
EPA, and the Veterans Administration.  A brief discussion of
land use compatibility is presented in Appendix F, Section
F.1.3.
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144. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final LEIS and has become a part of this public comment
response document for congressional review.

145. The Army has an on-going evaluation of the ordnance and
explosive hazards on McGregor Range, and will continue
with studies and pursue clean-up actions to the extent
resources are available.  Potential hazards to public safety
associated with the granting of public access in portions of
McGregor Range, such as in the Tularosa Basin, may
preclude return of this area to the public domain,
necessitating transfer of that land to the Secretary of the
Army for future clean-up.  The text will be modified to reflect
this circumstance.

146. The Army complies with all federal, state, and local
hazardous materials laws and regulations. In some
instances, Army procedures are more conservative than the
federal, state, or local regulations.

147. The types and uses of hazardous chemicals used on
McGregor Range are discussed in Section 3.14.1. McGregor
Range is not used for the testing or training of chemical
munitions.

148. The principal military mission on McGregor Range is
training. Air defense training conducted at McGregor Range
is essential to the nation’s security.  Portions of McGregor
Range, such as the Class C Bombing Range, are currently
used for other service training.  The use of the USAF tactical
target complex on Otero Mesa is discussed in Section 2.1.1
and shown on Figure 2.1-1.

149. Explanations were added to Section 1.2 and the glossary.

150. The FLPMA [43 CFR 1702(j)] states the purpose of a
withdrawal is to limit activities in order to maintain other
public values or to reserve the area for a particular public
purpose or program.  Minimizing public safety risks from
military training and testing activities requires reserving

Continued on Next Page
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150. Continued

McGregor Range from settlement, sale, location, or entry.  It
is incumbent upon the federal government to control public
access to hazardous areas through withdrawal or transfer.

Military activities in the Lincoln National Forest were
described in the Army's EIS for the Land Use Withdrawal,
McGregor Range Fort Bliss, Texas, August 1977.   Present
military activities are described in the draft Fort Bliss Mission
and Master Plan PEIS, July 1998.

151. The Army employs various planning cycles for different
aspects of its mission.  For example, the Army uses a 6-year
programming cycle for operational activities with facility
planning over a 20-year horizon.  Doctrinal and equipment
life cycle planning can extend over a period of 40 years or
more. The proposed 50-year withdrawal period
encompasses each of these periods and enables long-term
national security plans to rely on a stable land resource.

Reasonable capabilities of McGregor Range to support
requirements for future training were described in Alternative
1.  The capabilities to support the possible future activities
other than those with completed or on-going NEPA
documentation shown on Table 2.1-4 may or may not
become actual missions performed on McGregor Range and
are not projected as such.  They are discussed in
consideration of the Army’s long-range planning objectives
and full disclosure of these potential uses of withdrawn land.

152. Under Alternative 1, the withdrawal of McGregor Range
would be renewed under the same conditions as provided in
PL 99-606.  The boundaries of the range would remain the
same, as would current and projected activities.  Figure 2.1-
2 represents existing target flight areas and SDZs as well as
the SDZ required to use a tactical ballistic missile as a target
for Patriot training, should the Army propose do so in the
future.  Figure 2.1-1 illustrates the military land use potential

Continued on Next Page
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152. Continued

for each training area on McGregor Range.  This potential is
consistent throughout each alternative as the action and
alternatives evaluated relate to the withdrawal configuration.

153. The potential use is based upon the capabilities of
McGregor Range. The uses considered are conceptual and
may or may not occur, dependent upon the needs of the
Army in the future.
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154. Geothermal resources in southern McGregor Range are
being explored, and installation of a geothermal binary
generation and desalination plant is under consideration as
an alternative energy source for the installation under the
Army’s geothermal energy program.  It is also being
considered as a potential source of water for the McGregor
Range Camp following desalination.

155. The following text has been added to Section 2.1.2, “Should
oil and gas exploration occur on McGregor Range lands that
are available for oil and gas leasing, the activities would be
managed by the BLM in accordance with the White Sands
RMP (BLM, 1986a).”

156. This table presents the results of the impact analyses that
were conducted for each resource and alternative.  No
change to the text is required.  Your comment was
considered during preparation of the final EIS.

157. Oil and gas operations on designated areas of McGregor
Range are managed by the BLM in accordance with the
White Sands RMP.

158. The analyses of the socioeconomic impacts of the
alternatives indicate that Alternatives 1 through 4 would not
have an economic impact on the area because military
employment and purchases would not change significantly.
Under Alternative 5, there would be a minor impact due to
reduced military employment and purchases.
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159. The NEPA process for the LEIS analyzes the environmental
impacts to the existing environment resulting from
implementation of the current withdrawal configuration and
alternatives to the amount of land withdrawn.  The
environment has already been altered from its original or
pre-McGregor Range state.  The description of the existing
environment represents the cumulative effects from all
actions, natural and man-made up until 1996.

160. The Army water rights on the Sacramento River and Carrisa
Springs pertain to the diversions for preservation of fish and
wildlife and additionally is used to support livestock grazing.
The McGregor Range pipeline system, originally constructed
by ranchers, has been in place since the turn of the century,
and is used to support natural resource management
responsibilities of the Army and the natural resource and
nonmilitary activity management responsibilities of the BLM
as specified in the 1990 MOU between the two agencies.

161. The referenced section describes existing rights-of-way
(ROWs). Access and ROWs are further described along with
the existing procedures affecting energy and mineral
development may be found in Section 3.1.2.2.  Should oil
and gas operations occur in the future, they would be
managed by the BLM subject to the Army’s concern for the
compatibility of military missions and public safety.

162. The environmental evaluation and clearance process
includes the conduct of archeological surveys.  Roving
Sands FTX sites are rotated to minimize the disturbance to
areas and to prevent the disturbance of the area to a point
that it is unable to recover naturally.

163. The buffer zone to the USAF tactical target complex is
required to ensure safety during the use of inert/subscale
munitions whereas only inert munitions are used on the
McGregor Class C Bombing Range.

The potential increase in the number of FTX sites on Otero
Mesa and along U.S. Highway 54 is discussed in Section

Continued on Next Page
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163.  Continued

2.1.1 and Table 2.1-4.  Figure 2.1-4 illustrates the areas on
McGregor Range that meet the physical and operational
requirements for controlled access FTX sites.

164. Although ROWs are not required for infrastructure
constructed by the Army on McGregor Range, the Army
must comply with NEPA and other environmental regulations
that require environmental assessments and studies.

165. Grazing on McGregor Range is managed by the BLM.  BLM
procedures that affect grazing on McGregor Range may be
found in the McGregor Range RMPA (BLM, 1990).

166. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final LEIS.

167. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final LEIS.

168. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final LEIS.
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169. The text in the Land Use section was modified to add a
cross reference as follows:  “Additional information regarding
mineral and energy resources is provided in Section 3.5,
Earth Resources, and Appendix C.”

170. The referenced section is describing the feature categories
of aesthetic and visual resources.  A description of the
existing aesthetics and visual resources is presented in
Section 3.1.5.1 and 3.1.5.2.  All the buildings are not painted
a specific color, but rather are maintained to fit the cultural
landscape and remain as unobtrusive as is practical.

171. The McGregor Range pipelines date from the early 1900s,
prior to requirements for ROWs and archeological surveys.
However, about 30 percent of the range has been surveyed
for cultural resources as discussed in Section 3.9.

172. The sewage treatment lagoons on McGregor Range are not
netted to protect birds.  In fact, the lagoon at McGregor
Range Camp has become a miniature wildlife refuge,
abounding in birds.  Range facilities are in compliance.

173. Your comment was considered during preparation of the
final EIS and has become a part of this public comment
response document for congressional review.

174. However, as stated in Section 3.1.2.2, ROWs are not
required for infrastructure constructed by the Army within
McGregor Range, such as telephone or utility distribution
lines.  Yes, ROWs are granted for commercial telephone or
utility lines originating off-range that enter onto the range.

175. Four wells in Texas, 6 to 10 miles from the McGregor Range
boundary, were not included on the figure.  Since completion
of the Draft LEIS, the geothermal test wells have been
located by the Global Positioning System (GPS).  The wells
will be added to Fig. 3.5-1.
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176. The production values in the table are shown in actual
dollars, a common practice, rather than in current dollars.
Reserve figures were not available.

177. Collection and analysis of data as recommended are beyond
the scope of the LEIS and the Mineral and Energy Resource
Assessment (U.S. Army, 1998g), prepared by Mariah and
Associates and the New Mexico Bureau of Mines and
Mineral Resources, for the application to renew the
McGregor Range land withdrawal.

178. The comment is technically correct, but the use of “Tularosa
Basin” is not incorrect.  The Tularosa Basin (or Tularosa
Valley) is a formally recognized geographic feature having
surface expression, in addition to being a geologic structural
feature.  The Orogrande basin is not recognized as a
geographic feature, although it is a geologic structural
feature.  In order not to confuse a mostly nontechnical
audience, “Tularosa Basin” will be retained as a geographic
location, but the sentence will be reworded to read,
“Paleozoic source and reservoir rocks underlie the Tularosa
Basin....”

179. “Numerous...wells” will be replaced with “several.”  The
information on oil and gas exploration in the Tularosa Basin
in the LEIS is a general summary and does not go into
specific detail.  The information was obtained from the most
recent appraisals available.

180. The comment is unclear.  The referenced statement neither
says nor infers that the Otero Mesa-Diablo Plateau is
entirely underlain by the flanks and core of the Pedernal
uplift.  As for the abundance of source rocks, there does
appear to be disagreement in opinion between LEIS sources
(Black, 1975; King and Harder, 1985) and the reviewer.

181. The comment is valid for the referenced part of the
paragraph; however the second half of the paragraph does
acknowledge the possible presence of smaller reservoirs
and the optimism generated by recent exploration.

Continued on Next Page
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Continued

182. A discussion of raptors in the Hueco Mountains has been
added to the text.

183. Most of the 21 historic resources are identified and
discussed in Appendix E, Cultural Resources, of the LEIS.
The water pipelines and dirt tanks on McGregor Range
probably are not considered historical architectural
resources because the original pipelines have been rebuilt
and expanded several times.  Some of the older tanks may
still exist in their original form, although most have been
rebuilt or are destroyed.
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184. This first Draft Otero County Comprehensive Plan (March
1998) is currently being reviewed by the State of New
Mexico.  Following approval by the State, the Plan will be
finalized by the county planning commission and the citizen
working group.  Then the County Commission will vote on
adopting the Plan.  Once adopted, the Plan would reflect the
county’s official policy and recommended use of lands within
its boundary (excluding municipalities).  The Plan would
provide a basis for evaluating the effects of proposed
activities on the public lands relative to the county’s goals for
land use and development.  Public lands would continue to
be managed by their appropriate state and federal land
managers in accordance with all applicable land
management and environmental laws.

185. The potential environmental impacts resulting from the
USAF tactical target complex on Otero Mesa are
summarized in Section 4.5.1.2.  More detailed evaluation is
presented in the Final EIS, Proposed Expansion of German
Air Force Operations at HAFB, New Mexico.

186. Thank you for your comment.

187. The NEPA requires a 45-day minimum comment period for a
Draft EIS.

188. Several of the documents referenced in the LEIS such as
the Mineral and Energy Resource Assessment of the
McGregor Range (U.S. Army, 1998g), the McGregor Range
Water Requirements and Resources Assessment (U.S.
Army, 1998f), the McGregor Range Land Use Study (U. S.
Army, 1998e), the McGregor Range Economic Report (U.S.
Army, 1998m),  the Fort Bliss TADC (U.S. Army, 1998d), the
Fort Bliss INRMP (U.S. Army, 1998b), the Fort Bliss ICRMP
(U.S. Army, 1998c), and the Fort Bliss Mission and Master
Plan PEIS (U.S. Army, 1998a), were provided to the
following libraries: El Paso Public Library; Irving Schwartz
Public Library; Westside Branch  Library; Branigan Memorial
Library; Dell City Library; Alamogordo Library; New Mexico

Continued on Next Page
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188.  Continued

State University, Bramson Library; New Mexico State
University, Roswell Library; University of Texas at El Paso
Library; Cloudcroft Library.  In addition, other documents
referenced in the LEIS have been provided to various area
libraries by the agencies that prepared them such as the
USAF.
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